BEFORE THE TENNESSEE REGULATORY AUTHORITY
NASHVILLE TENNESSEE
August 29, 2002
IN RE

PETITION FOR APPROVAL OF THE '
AMENDMENT TO THE INTERCONNECTION

vvvv\-«vv

ORDER APPROVING S
AMENDMENT TO THE INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT

- DOCKET NO. 02-00612 e

Th1s matter came before Chalrman Sara Kyle Director Deborah Taylor Tate and‘. e

D1rector Ron Jones of the Tennessee Regulatory Authonty (the “Authonty’ ), the vonng panel ; 1, e

The onglnal 1nterconnect10n agreement Was ﬁled under Docket No 02 00467 togetherf :

with a petition requestlng its approval on Apnl 23, 2002 The agreement was conSIdered at a L

regularly scheduled Authonty Conference held on June 11, 2002 A majonty of the D1rectors | o

voted to allow the agreement to go 1nto effect on July 22, 2002 pursuant to Sectlon 252(e)(4) of ]



:the Act.1 The partres ﬁIed an amendment to the mterconnectmn agreement on May 23, 2002, ‘
which i is the subject of th1s docket.
Based upon the review of the amendment the record in th1s matter and the standards for
| review set forth in 47 U S. C § 252 the Dlrectors unammously granted the amendment and made S
- the followmg ﬁndmgs and concluswns | | -
| 1) ; ,‘The Authority has jurisdictionﬁover public utilities pursuant to.Tenn. 'che Ann.
§65-4-104. | S e v .
| 2); : The amendment is in the public interest as it provrdes consumers Wlth alternatlve | |
sources of telecommumcatlons services w1th1n the BelISouth Telecommumcatlons, Inc. serylce' .

 area.

3) The amendment is not dlscnmmatory to telecommumcatlons service providers S o

Sl that are not partles thereto
4)" - 47Us. C § 252(e)(2)(A) provides that a state comm1ss10n may reJect a negotiated
k agreement only 1f it dlscnmmates agamst a telecommumcatlons carrier not a party to the .

: agreement” or 1f the 1mplementat10n of the agreement “is not conststent w1th the pubhc 1nterest |

f convemence or necess1ty » Unhke arbltrated agreements a state commlssmn may not reject a

negotiated agreement on the grounds that the agreement fails to meet the requlrements of
47 U S. C §§ 251 or 252(d).> Thus although the Authorlty finds that neither ground for reJectton

‘of a negotlated agreement exists, this finding should not be construed to mean that the .

i amendment is cons1stent with §§ 251 or 252(d) or, for that matter prewous Authonty de01s1ons

! See In Re Approval of the Interconnectzon Agreement Negotiated by BellSouth Telecommumcatzons Inc, and
LoadPoint, LLC Pursuant to the Telecommunications Act of 1996, Docket No. 02- 00467, Order, p. 3, (June 25,

. ,' 2002). See also 47US.C. § 252(e)(4) (Supp. 2000) which provides that this type of agreement is deemed approved

‘ m'n’ety (90) days after submisston for approval by a state commission where the commission does not approve or

reJ ect the agreement.
See 47US8.C. § 252(e)(2)(B)(Supp 2001)




5) No perEon or entlty has sought to 1ntervene in thls docket
| * 6) ’ ' The amendment is revwwable by the Authonty pursuant to 47 U S. C $§ 252 and
i Tenn. Code Ann. § 65-4-104.
o IT Is THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

The Petltlon is granted and the amendment to the 1nterconnect10n agreement negotlated’
between BeIlSouth Telecommumcatlons Inc. and LoadPomt LLC is approved and is subject to :

- the rev:ew of the Authonty as prov1ded herein. »




